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DINKELACKER, Presiding Judge. 

{¶1} Defendant-appellant John A. Meyer was convicted, after entering 

pleas of no contest, of two counts of theft and one count of criminal trespass.  At the 

sentencing hearing, the trial court orally imposed sentence on both theft counts, but 

failed to orally impose a sentence for the criminal-trespassing charge.  The sentence 

for the charge, 30 days in the Hamilton County Justice Center, appeared on the 

judgment entry. 

{¶2} Meyer argues, and we agree, that the trial court failed to properly 

impose the 30-day sentence for the criminal-trespassing charge.  The state argues 

that Meyer was properly informed of the sentence when, during the hearing, he was 

told that the maximum penalty for the criminal-trespassing offense was 30 days.  But 

a trial court must orally impose a sentence for each offense on the record.  The 

mention of the possible sentence is insufficient. 

{¶3} For that reason, the sentence was not properly imposed on the 

trespassing charge.  Meyer’s sole assignment of error is sustained.  This cause is 

remanded to the trial court for it to properly impose a sentence on the criminal-

trespassing charge.  In all other respects, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed. 

  

Judgment affirmed in part, reversed in part, and cause remanded. 
 

HENDON and CUNNINGHAM, JJ., concur.  

 

Please note: 

 The court has recorded its own entry this date. 

 

 


